n the environmental realm, to a surprising extent, the blueprints for nation-state involvement are drawn in world society, from where they diffuse to individual countries. Such a top-down process may operate in other domains of national policy, but it is especially prominent in environmental protection, where laws and problems seem to flout national boundaries. We investigate the conditions under which nation-states have engaged in activities to protect the natural environment over the period 1900-1995. We expect that such activities have increased as the principle of national environmental protection has become institutionalized in world society, particularly among nation-states tightly linked to world society and among those with "receptor sites"1 capable of receiving and transmitting global blueprints of national environmentalism to domestic actors. In contrast to much social scientific orthodoxy, we emphasize the global embeddedness of the nation-state form.
THE PROBLEM
The twentieth century has witnessed a spectacular rise in national activities to protect the natural environment.2 On age-old prob-lems, such as drought and pestilence, and contemporary concerns, such as toxic waste and ozone depletion, countries around the world have mobilized. This is not to say that all environmental issues have been solved or have even been addressed; clearly, the accumulation of problems has outstripped the accumulation of solutions (Caldwell 1990 ). Nevertheless, nation-states have accepted a rapidly expanding portfolio of responsibilities vis-a'-vis the natural environment, and some of the associated activities appear to have slowed rates of degradation (Dietz and Kalof 1992; Roberts 1996) .
Figure 1 exhibits five indicators that we believe illustrate the embrace of responsibility for the natural environment by the nationstate: (1) cumulative numbers of national parks and protected areas (such as Yosemite), (2) chapters of international environmental nongovernmental associations (such as the World Wildlife Fund), (3) state memberships in intergovernmental environmental organizations (such as the International Whaling Commission), (4) environmental impact assessment laws, and (5) national environmental ministries (see Appendix A for data sources). At the same time, however, we do not mean to attribute to these indicators any exceptional significance. Faced with no established cross-national and historical data on environmental activity, we simply have collected data on every indicator available.
All five indicators in Figure 1 show exponential growth over the twentieth century: Notable increases in activity are apparent after the birth of the United Nations in 1945, and also after the creation of the United Nations Environment Programme at the Stockholm conference in 1972 (Meyer, Frank, et al. 1997) . Taken together, the five indicators suggest an important reconstitution of the nation-state form: The nationstate has become environmentalized as a whole set of policies, once practically invisible in state organizations, now appears to be de rigueur.
In saying this, we do not assume the nation-state has become uniformly focused on environmental protection. This is clearly not the case, as examples around the world dramatically illustrate (e.g., the Three Gorges dam in China and ranchland policy in the United States). Rather our point is that a new dimension of state responsibility has emerged:
Governments are now held accountable to new standards.... Not only has a stable set of expectations about reciprocal state practice been established, its form has evolved over time to become more comprehensive, reflecting growing scientific understanding about the behavior of ecosystems. Debates now are no longer about whether to protect the global environment but rather how it should be protected. (Haas 1995:333-34) Of the five indicators of national environmentalism, national parks and protected areas, such as the United States' Yellowstone and South Africa's Cape Peninsula, show the earliest and steepest rise in numbers. Such parks preserve awesome landscapes and centers of biodiversity from human exploitation. Before 1900, there were fewer than 40 national parks worldwide that fit our definition,3 and they were located mainly in the United Kingdom and its former colonies. By 1907, however, parks existed on every continent on Earth, and by 1990 the International Union for the Conservation of Nature listed nearly 7,000 national parks throughout the world. The number continues to multiply.
Also originating around the turn-of-thelast century, country chapters of international environmental nongovernmental associations, such as the International Friends of Nature (founded 1895) and International Council for Bird Preservation (founded 1922), also increased dramatically over the twentieth century. Such chapters represent citizen mobilization on environmental issues, embodying change in national polities more precisely than change in national states. Chapters undertake advocacy, education, and often direct action to protect the natural environment (Wapner 1996) . According to the best available sources, country chapters of (Lowenthal 1990) , and game laws in the United States originated in 1769 (Andrews 1999). As early as 1942, an international observer wrote, "From 1850 on, the stream of national protective legislation rapidly widened, until by the present day all major and most minor nations have ample protective codes" (Hayden 1942 :12). 3We define national parks and protected areas as areas legally dedicated to protecting and maintaining biodiversity or natural resources. international environmental nongovernmental associations were scant in 1900 (due partly to the paucity of the associations themselves), and those chapters that did exist were disproportionately in Western countries. As the century proceeded and the number of associations rose, however, country chapters diffused far and wide. By 1925, close to 25 percent of all chapters of international environmental nongovernmental associations were located outside Europe, and that proportion approximately tripled to 69 percent by 1990 ).
-2 0 ------------------------------------------------------------/ ---------
The ascent of state memberships in intergovernmental environmental organizations was equally striking, but occurred later (e.g., the Asia and Pacific Plant Protection Commission was founded in 1955 and the Antarctic Mineral Resources Commission was founded in 1988). These organizations represent official state mobilization around environmental issues. They set parameters of action for the global commons (oceans, seas, rivers, the atmosphere) and increasingly establish standards of conduct within national borders (Haas and Sundgren 1993). Among the earliest members of an intergovernmental environmental organization were the United States, Canada, Japan, and the USSR, all members of the North Pacific Fur Seal Commission, established in 1911. Now such memberships are much more broadly dispersed among nation-states. There are 58 countries on the Governing Council of the United Nations Environment Programme, the master intergovernmental environmental organization, whose broad mission it is "to provide environmental policy leadership within the world community" (UIA 1999:2177).
As Figure 1 shows, the numbers of environmental impact assessment laws grew from only 1 in 1969 to more than 50 by 1990 (Hironaka 1998). Such laws encourage decision-makers to take into account the possible effects of development investments on environmental quality and natural resource productivity (Horberry 1984) . The United States, in 1969, was the first country to pass an environmental impact assessment law. Since then, the innovation has been widely adopted, becoming especially common in Europe, Asia, and the South Pacific. Last, Figure 1 shows the proliferation of national environmental ministries. These organizations structure and routinize states' relationships to nature. At the highest level of government, environmental ministries provide official arenas for discourse and activity aimed at preserving nature. Environmental ministries are nearly always distinct from, and more recent than, natural resource ministries, as they seek to protect, rather than exploit, nature's bounty. Taken together, our five indicators illustrate a change in the "nation-state" over the twentieth century-the internalization of environmental concerns, which were once seen as outside the state's purview. All five indicators produce similar exponential curves in Figure 1 : a period of introduction (longer for early innovations and shorter for later ones), followed by a period of explosive growth. The proliferation of national environmental policies by no means assures the arrest of environmental destruction. Nevertheless over the twentieth century a striking change has taken place, as the nation-state has become more and more accountable for the protection of nature (Haas 1995 Figure 2 shows that the average yearly number of international environmental treaties founded was less than one through 1945, but increased to around nine from 1960 onward. The rise is especially spectacular given the difficulties in coordinating nation-state interests (Young 1989) . In many forms, in addition to international treaties, blueprints of nation-state environmentalism have multiplied in similar fashion.
One characteristic of nearly all global blueprints is their universalism (Boli and Thomas 1997). Produced by "unbiased experts" and "disinterested professionals"-individuals and/or organizations claiming to represent absolute truths and collective interests-world models of nation-state organization are constructed to apply universally, regardless of variations in domestic factors Sanctioned by universalism, blueprints for the nation-state diffuse throughout world society. The driving force behind diffusion is institutionalization itself: the growing agreement that the nation-state is by definition responsible for the continued vitality of the natural environment, and the growing agreement that specified activities (such as designating parks and participating in international environmental bodies) fulfill that responsibility. Yet beyond broad world sociocultural processes, many more grounded mechanisms of diffusion are produced by the distillation of new cultural understandings into organizational entities (Boli and Thomas 1997). We suggest several mechanisms below. As a third example, international organizations from the International Union for the Conservation of Nature to the World Bank have been active in spreading environmental impact assessment laws, occasionally using strong arm tactics to do so. In the 1950s and 1960s, the idea of environmental impact assessment laws began to appear in the discourse of international associations, both governmental and nongovernmental. Shortly thereafter, environmental impact assessments began to appear as features of international treaties, and recently they have been promoted by the World Bank and the United Nations Environment Programme, both of which provide advice and guidelines on assessment implementation. Standardized templates are available in such publications as the United Nations' Environmental Impact Assessment: Training Resource Manual (see Hironaka 1998) . By the time the United States had adopted the first legislation in 1969, the concept of environmental impact assessment laws had been discussed thoroughly in the international realm (see Figure 3 ). 5 Yearley (1996) claims that both scientists and some nation-states have significant sectarian interests in construing environmental problems as "global." While this is undoubtedly true, it is also true that the socially constructed universalism of science powerfully shapes international environmental discourse and activity.
Mechanism of Diffusion
6 Lindborg (1992) and Wapner (1996) show other ways environmental associations promulgate global blueprints for nation-state environmentalism. Finally, it is also the case that states pressure other states to adopt forms of environmental protection. In many instances, the pressures emanate from the more powerful countries. For example, the colonizers established the first parks in Africa, sometimes against African interests (Hayden 1942 1993 ). In the environmental realm, interstate pressures only rarely appear as exercises of raw power: More often views are promoted as education or enlightenment about universally agreed-upon principles and collective benefits (in which case power dynamics coalesce with the broader sociocultural processes emphasized throughout our article).
Thus, through mechanisms such as these (the workings of international environmental organizations, the advocacies of scientists, interstate pressures), global blueprints for national environmental activities diffuse to specific nation-states. The underlying forces of change are cultural, but the carriers are often organizational.
HYPOTHESES
Our main arguments are thus that blueprints for the nation-state are drawn in world society, that such blueprints have, over time, increasingly specified environmental protection as a basic purpose of the nation-state, and that the provisions of such blueprints diffuse from world society to individual countries. These arguments stand in contrast to the prevailing orthodoxy, which emphasizes bottom-up causal processes hinging on environmental degradation and economic affluence. To test our ideas, we perform eventhistory analyses on the rates at which countries form national parks and protected areas, establish country chapters of international environmental nongovernmental associations, inaugurate state memberships in intergovernmental environmental organizations, pass environmental impact assessment laws, and create national environmental ministries. Our perspective generates three hypotheses.
The first hypothesis follows directly from our argument and operates at the world level, where it predicts increases in environmental protection by all kinds of countries-degraded or pristine, rich or poor. If nation-states arise from blueprints drawn in world society (e.g., those formed by resolution of the World Meteorological Organization or the United Nations Environment Programme), then increases in the extent to which those blueprints emphasize national environmental protection should generate actual increases in environmental activities in nation-states (Levy, Keohane, and Haas 1993). The third hypothesis also operates at the country level and also predicts cross-national variation. If nation-states must learn the importance of global blueprints before enacting them, then nation-states with more prolific domestic "receptor sites" should be more likely to environmentalize than others (Finnemore 1996; Haas 1989 Haas , 1990 Because size may be a condition for many kinds of national activities, we include a population measure in our models. We also include iron and steel production, a measure of industrial development, to address the main competing explanations of nation-state environmentalization, which emphasize country-level degradation and affluence.
METHODS AND DATA
To test our hypotheses, we employ event history analysis. Event history analysis is a statistical tool used to model events occurring at particular points in time. We employ it to discern the causal processes that hasten (or slow) the rate of specific environmental events among nation-states. This focus on rates distinguishes event history analysis from OLS regression analysis, in which the dependent variables are amounts measured on a continuous scale. Analogous to regression, event history analysis yields coefficients (and standard errors) that reflect the impact of independent variables on the rate of the outcome of interest. Positive coefficients identify independent variables that increase the rate of events over time; negative coefficients identity variables that decrease the rate. Standard errors allow for hypothesis tests to determine if the observed effects are the product of random variation in the data (see Tuma and Hannan 1984).
As indicated above, the five events in question are the formation of national parks and protected areas, country chapters of international environmental nongovernmental associations, state memberships in intergovernmental environmental organizations, environmental impact assessment laws, and national environmental ministries. The first three events are recurrent, such that the dependent variable is the transition rate from a count of N to (N + 1). The last two events are absorbing, such that the dependent variable is the transition rate from 0 to 1. We use constant-rate models, which assume that transition rates are constant in the absence of time-varying independent variables.
Our basic aim is to show, corresponding to the hypotheses above, three main indepen-dent-variable effects on the five dependent variables: a positive effect from the institutionalization of environmental protection in global blueprints of the nation-state; a positive effect from nation-state linkages to world society; and a positive effect from nation-state domestic receptor sites. Furthermore, we aim to show that these effects remain, holding constant country-level measures of population, affluence, and environmental degradation.
Given that little quantitative work has been done in this area, these analyses take a strong first step toward explaining nation-state environmentalization. However, the analyses reported remain exploratory: It is difficult to find indicators, covering a long period of time, that can clearly capture the independent-variable effects we propose and show that the indicators form statistically distinct clusters. We also are limited by the availability of data for control variables for many countries over the whole century. Nevertheless, we believe our analyses can go a good distance toward explaining nation-state environmentalization.
Dependent Variables
The first dependent variable records the cumulative numbers of national parks or protected areas established by a nation-state. (See Appendices A, B, and C for sources, transformations, and the exact time period used for each event-history analysis.) We restrict the analysis to parks larger than 1,000 hectares. South Africa and New Zealand were the first countries to designate national parks in the twentieth century, both in the year 1900. By 1990, approximately 136 countries had at least one park that fit our definition, with the United States having more parks than any other country. A few small and/or peripheral nation-states had no parks larger than 1,000 hectares (e.g., Luxembourg and Qatar).
The second dependent variable measures the number of country chapters of international environmental nongovernmental associations established in a nation-state. We used 10 keywords from the Yearbook of International Organizations (UIA 1948-1998) (e.g., natural resources, environment) to construct an initial list of such associations; we then pared the list to include only those having nature as a primary concern and having membership data for the whole century (or since founding). Before World War I, only a dozen countries had even one chapter of an international environmental nongovernmental association. By 1988, nearly every country in the world had at least one such organization (excepting a few peripheral countries, such as Cape Verde and Togo); Canada, the United Kingdom, and the Netherlands all had 19 association chapters, only one short of the maximum possible in our data set.
Third, we record the number of intergovernmental environmental organizations to which each nation-state belongs. Such organizations are established by intergovernmental agreement, have at least three countries as members, and have environmental concerns prominent on their agendas. Most intergovernmental environmental organizations were founded after the United Nations was established and their memberships were broadly dispersed from the start. By 1989, fewer than 20 nation-states, including Bhutan and Mongolia, had no memberships in intergovernmental environmental organizations. France had the most affiliations with 12, well short of the maximum possible 20 in our data set.
Fourth, we mark the year each country first adopts legislation requiring environmental impact assessments, which demand consideration of environmental implications in large construction projects. Although the first three nation-states to adopt environmental impact assessment laws were all developed Western countries (the United States, Canada, and Australia), the next three were Colombia, Malaysia, and Thailand. Already by 1990 the innovation had spread to more than 50 countries around the world (Hironaka 1998).
Finally our fifth dependent variable records the founding years of national environmental, conservation, and ecology ministries. In measuring science organizations, we aim to assess each country's capacity to receive environmental "signals" from world society and transmit them to domestic actors.
Control Variables
Limited by the availability of data for many countries over the whole time period, we use population size as a control variable in the main analyses and add iron and steel production as a parallel control variable in the secondary analyses. National population counts are associated with a country's ability to pursue all kinds of activities, especially environmental ones, since large populations place more pressure on natural resources. Iron and steel production, as a gauge of industrial development, simultaneously measures both national wealth and environmental degradation. Because iron and steel production is highly correlated with other indicators of affluence and degradation (e.g., GDP and air pollution, themselves unavailable for many countries over the whole century), we use this variable to test the main competing arguments.
Each of the three independent-variable factors were created separately using SPSS (1988), and factor scores were computed based on these analyses.8 Event-history anal- 8 The indicators of the main independent variables loaded onto single factors with high weights (see Appendix B for factor loadings). We could not factor analyze the nation-state-level indicators into ties and receptor-sites variables owing to high multicollinearity, but we believe the substantive and theoretical grounds for the distinction are strong. Multicollinearity does not appear to be a problem in the event-history analyses re-yses were conducted using the RATE program (Tuma 1992). a and b, respectively) .
RESULTS
Across the top row of Table 1 , we see that global institutionalization of the principle that "nation-states" protect the natural environment has positive and significant effects on all five dependent variables (both with and without the control for industrial development). The rates at which parks, chapters of international environmental nongovernmental associations, memberships in intergovernmental environmental organizations, environmental impact assessment laws and national environmental ministries appear in countries all increase significantly as national environmental protection becomes rule-like in the culture and organization of world society. The results provide strong support for our most basic argument-that blueprints for the nation-state are drawn in world society from which they diffuse to individual countries.
The effects of country ties to world society are also positive and significant across all five dependent variables, again regardless of the control for iron and steel production. More sociocultural ties to world society means greater likelihood of national implementation for every kind of environmental protection on which we have data. Unequivocally, the findings support the notion that deeply embedded countries are more likely to be constituted along the lines of globally institutionalized blueprints.
Finally, Table 1 shows that the presence of receptor sites has positive and significant effects across all five measures of nation-state environmentalization. Only in the second analysis of environmental ministries with industrial development controlled (column 5b) does the effect become nonsignificant, and even then it remains strongly positive. It appears that nation-states with prolific receptor sites enact global blueprints for environmental protection at higher rates than do other countries.
Each of these effects remain even with population controlled. More populated countries do seem more likely to undertake some kinds of environmentally protective activities than less populated ones. Parks, environmental association chapters, and impact assessment laws are all significantly more likely to be founded in countries with large populations (for the other two dependent variables, the coefficient for population is nonsignificant and negative). The positive effect may show only that larger countries have higher organizational capacity for such activities as park formation than smaller countries, but it may reflect population pressures as well. Clearly, other things being equal, higher populations place a greater burden on natural resources, increasing a country's incentives to manage and protect its remaining resources effectively (Ehrlich 1968 For all three of our main independent variables, the effects are strikingly consistent. Without exception, the predicted relationships appear, and their magnitudes change little with the addition of iron and steel production as a control. Furthermore, buttressing our larger perspective, it is the worldlevel effect from global institutionalization that is the strongest predictor of national environmental activity across the board. Altogether, the results shown in Table 1 suggest that the seeds of national environmentalization are dispersed from a global warehouse. As the global seed supply rises, national activities also rise. The cross-national variation that remains is due to differences in links to the world supply source (embeddedness) and differences in domestic capacities to germinate the global seeds (receptor sites).
Overall, the evidence suggests the importance of conceiving of the "nation-state" as emanating from the world social system at large. Thus when it comes to the natural environment, important aspects of the nationstate form appear to be constituted externally, in the global society, and our results show the impact of the global environmental regime on internal national policies.
Questions of Interpretation
The evidence in Table 1 speaks clearly, but we thought it important to verify our findings along several dimensions. First we checked for change in the processes promoting nation-state environmentalization after 1972. In that watershed year the United Nations Conference on the Human Environment convened, the United Nations Environment Programme originated, and several important international environmental treaties were founded (Caldwell 1990; McCormick 1989) . But in split analyses of the dependent variables that can be measured before 1972 (parks, environmental association chapters, and intergovernmental organization memberships), our three main independent variables show positive and significant effects both before and after 1972. The global processes driving nation-state environmentalization may have intensified over time, but they do not change fundamentally.
Second we sought to verify our interpretation of the receptor sites effect. The same organizations we call domestic receptor sites (and place at the interface of world society and the nation-state), others conceive as social movement organizations (and place at the interface of mobilized citizens and governments). We question the latter interpretation's applicability in a cross-national context, since mass environmental movements exist in so few countries. Nevertheless, we investigated the effect of the number of receptor sites for a restricted set of countries-those with too few ecology and natural sciences associations to generate strong social movement pressures. Even among these select nation-states, the receptor-site variable retained significant effects on all five dependent variables. Thus, our original interpretation appears to hold. While ecology and natural science organizations undoubtedly function as social movements in some (mostly liberal Western) countries, the more general mechanism by which they influence national-level environmentalization is as receptor sites for global blueprints (for an example of the latter process, see Barbosa 1996) . Third, we tried some alternative indicators for the independent variables in Table 1: As measures of natural-resource pressures, in place of iron and steel production we used the percentage of the population living in urban areas and logged population density (Banks 1990 ). In no case was the effect of urbanization significant. In only one case was the effect of population density significant, and then it was negative and thus contrary to orthodox expectations: high population densities slow the rate of park formation, as humans compete with nature for land. According to these indicators, degradation does not appear to drive environmentalization directly.
As a measure of state openness to global innovation, in place of receptor sites we tried democracy (Gurr 1990 the five dependent variables-environmental ministries and impact assessment laws, the most recent of the five innovations. In the other three cases, the receptor sites variable was stronger. Democracy proved to be a reasonable, but slightly less direct, measure of a country's openness to global environmental blueprints. As a measure of nation-state embeddedness, instead of sociocultural ties to world society we used imports plus exports as a proportion of gross domestic product as a measure of economic ties to the world system (Summers and Heston 1991). In only one case was this economic linkages variable significant, and then negatively so (as ecological Marxists might predict; see O'Connor 1998): Dense trade linkages slowed the rate of park formation, suggesting economic pressures to retain unfettered access to natural resources (cf. .
Through all these alternative measures, our basic findings held. Nation-states are more likely to adopt environmentally protective policies as such activities become institutionalized in global blueprints for the nationstate, especially among countries deeply embedded in world society and among those with prolific domestic receptor sites.
THE CHANGING NATURE OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
Thus far we have emphasized the relationship between the global institutionalization of the principle that nation-states should protect the natural environment and the rise of national activities to do so. We now call attention to a complementary effect. Global institutionalization involves not only a change in the "nation-state" but also a change in the meaning of "environmental protection." Increasingly, environmental protection has come to mean the preservation of the global ecosystem rather than the conservation of local natural resources (Dunlap and Mertig 1992; . Analytically, this shift involves rationalization, scientization, and globalization.
First off, models of environmental protection become more highly rationalized with institutionalization in world society (Meyer 1994; Weber [1968] 1978). In rationalization, entities and activities acquire practical, mundane purposes; their existential justification shifts from sacred fiat to means-ends chains. As it is becoming a standard feature of the "nation-state" over the century, "environmental protection" simultaneously gains a vastly expanded purpose: to sustain life on Earth (Pepper 1984) . Every aspect of nature is reformed into an element vital for human survival.
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CONCLUSION
National activities to protect the natural environment have proliferated spectacularly over the twentieth century. Each of our five indicators of the process shows exponential growth. We show that such activities have increased not just in response to domestic degradation and affluence but also in response to a global redefinition of the respon-11 Ecosystem-oriented activities aim to integrate human society with the life-sustaining physical universe, such that natural processes proceed unhindered. Resource-oriented activities accept the intervention of human society in nature, but seek to regulate the exploitation of nature's bounty for long-term market interests. Conceptually, there is a continuum between the two models; in practice, the distinction is often sharp (e.g., tropical timber v. rainforests). and Haas and Sundgren (1993) show related shifts in international environmental treaties. sibilities of the nation-state. As the principle of national environmental protection has become institutionalized in world society, national activities to protect the environment have increased, particularly among those nation-states strongly tied to world society and those with receptor sites capable of transmitting emerging blueprints to domestic actors. In concrete terms, we see global social forces at work when national parks appear in Nepal, when a chapter of the International Council for Bird Preservation opens in The Gambia, when Mexico joins the International Whaling Commission, when environmental impact assessments begin in Kuwait, and when Romania founds an environmental ministry. With these activities, nation-states embody global institutional forms, which themselves have become more universalistic over time.
We intend our emphasis on world social and cultural processes to counter views of national environmental policies as arising mainly in response to domestic factors, and we believe the evidence supports our view. But we do not suppose that domestic factors-affluence, degradation (Walsh 1981) , public opinion (Dunlap 1995; Kempton 1993), media coverage (Mazur 1998)-are unimportant to environmental policy formation in particular cases or in the short term; only that they recede from causal salience over many cases and over the whole century. We emphasize large-scale structural processes, in which "domestic factors" appear more as mechanisms of change rather than independent causal forces. Likewise we do not suppose that world sociocultural forces work in isolation from world economic and political forces, merely that the latter typically operate within parameters established by social reality, including definitions of the "nation-state" and "environmental protection."
If nation-states environmentalize in response to global institutionalization, then what forces drive the latter? The global institutionalization of the principle that nationstates bear responsibility for environmental protection follows the general structuration of the world polity and the rise of universalistic depictions of a global ecosystem. With their discoveries of the workings of a lifesustaining natural environment, scientists dramatically raise the stakes of environmental protection, and they do so in a world polity in which nation-states are the main legitimated actors. Thus emerges the principle that nation-states should protect the natural environment, setting in motion the processes on which we have focused here.
All this does not mean the environmental crisis is over. Problems still accumulate faster than solutions, and solutions still yield only partial successes. Nevertheless a positive change is strikingly evident. The lead actors on the global stage-nation-stateshave come to bear greatly increased responsibility for environmental protection over the twentieth century. We see the transformation as resulting from global-institutional processes, which may be especially strong in the environmental realm due to its universalism.
In 
